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or spoke, and he liked the notion much. Hose, too, was written to, and he came into it. This was at the end of July.
I wrote to various friends in August, but cannot tell what was actually accomplished towards our object in that month. I thought I brought out the first Tract in the course of it, but the printer's bill dates it September 9.
Shortly after the first sheet and a half of tracts were out, Palmer went into Warwickshire, and excited a great interest there by the notion of an Association. By-the-bye, I should have said that in August Keble wrote his 'Declaration of Principles and Objects/ which we are now at length publishing. Palmer took it down to Coventry. It was thought not Businesslike enough, and ' Suggestions for an Association ' was written by Palmer, which on his return I re-wrote, and Ogilvie corrected. This paper was largely circulated ; the tracts stopping which Palmer thought too violent.
By this time my views had much cleared on the whole subject of our proceedings. I was strongly against an association, i.e. any body in which a majority bound a minority, and liked Keble's way of putting it, ' we pledge ourselves one to another in our several stations, reserving our canonical obedience.' I found a great many people agree with me. Palmer went up to town at the end of October to Archdeacon Bailey, Mr. Norris, <foc. I wrote out for him clearly my views, and he came into them.
Then I began reprinting my tracts most earnestly, and distributing them. I had before this written to Hose how we had best start agitating. He recommended an address to the Archbishop. When Palmer went to town the draught of the address from Keble ought to have gone with him. But there was a delay between Keble and Froucle, who was going down on his way to Barbadoes, and I was obliged to send up to Palmer a draught of my own. This, in itself too moderate, since I wrote under the fear of Palmer's thinking mo ultra, was further weakened by Palmer in London, who struck out all mention of c extra-ecclesiastical interference/ and was still further diluted by our friends in London. Thus it came down to us, and written in a most wretched style. We polished it, struck out some offensive passages, and sent it back. It came down again as uncouth, and almost as offensive, as before. We amended it, and printed it ; then circulated it far and wide.**iti it or ttot, Intt the lenjtue w.it in 4*\i^lrtirt% It tt»ii*i f.M't, suit <i jc**j«*«"l, Ff«liilr iinil I wire tint only two tut miter* ut flint jmimeut, I a I HO niwlr tt*
